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Description:

The proposed project would be located off of State Route 39, San Gabriel Canyon Road, in the Angeles
National Forest just north of the City of Azusa in Los Angeles County. The proposed project would
reconstruct the culvert invert at the bottom of Brown’s Gulch a canyon adjacent to State Route 39. The
project has been proposed to ensure the stability of the structure which is presently compromised by scour
caused by erosion and age. In order to complete this work, a temporary access ramp is necessary to transport
equipment and workers to the culvert entrance.

Determination:

An Initial Study (IS) has been prepared by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). On the
basis of this study, it has been determined that the proposed project would not have a significant effect on the
environment for the following reasons:

e The proposed project would not impact any scenic resources or degrade the existing visual character.

e The proposed project would not impact any agricultural resources, conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural uses.

e The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan, violate
any air quality standards, effect climatic conditions, effect ambient air quality, or result in the creation of
objectionable odors.

e The proposed project would not have significant impacts on biological resources, including any sensitive plant or
animal species, other wildlife, and sensitive habitat communities.

e The proposed project would not impact any cultural resources, historical resources, archaeological resources, unique
geologic feature, or human remains.

o The proposed project should not result in any seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, soil erosion, landslides or any

other geologic impacts.

The proposed project would not result in exposure to hazardous waste or material.

The proposed project would not impact hydrology or water quality.

The proposed project would not impact natural resources such as fuel, energy, or minerals.

The propesed project would not conflict with existing land use or planning and would not induce population growth

or the need for housing.

The proposed project would not result in any social or economic impacts.

The proposed project would not impact access to public services or recreational facilities.

The proposed project would not impact transportation or traffic patterns, utilities or services.

The proposed project would not result in any increase in noise.

The proposed project would result in some environmental impacts; however, measures to minimize harm are
included as part of the project that would reduce impacts to a level below significance. The project would
ensure the stability of the structure which would therefore enhance the safety of SR-39.
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California Department of Transportation
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1 PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

1.1 Introduction

State Route 39 (SR-39), San Gabriel Canyon Road, is located in the Angeles National
Forest just north of the City of Azusa in Los Angeles County. It is a two lane highway
mainly used to access multi-use recreational areas within the National Forest. SR-39
runs north and south connecting State Route 2 (SR-2) and Interstate 210 (I-210).

The California Department of Transportation (The Department), Caltrans District 7,
proposes to reconstruct the eroded culvert structure located on the west side of SR 39 in
order to ensure its’ stability. The culvert is located at the bottom of Brown’s Guich, which
is an intermittent stream in the United States Angeles National Forest.

This focused Initial Study' will discuss the purpose and need of the project, project
alternatives, environmental evaluation of resources in the project area, proposed
measures to minimize harm, community involvement, and agency coordination. This
document discusses these items pursuant to the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Res. Code sec. 21080; Guidelines sec.
15002.).

1.2 Purpose

The purpose of the project is to reconstruct the culvert invert at the bottom of Brown'’s
Gulch. The project would reconstruct the bottom of a 2.7 m diameter horseshoe shaped
culvert invert approximately 180 m (600 feet) long. The invert has been scoured away
due to high velocity stream flows, erosive material in the stream flow, and age.

1.3 Need

The existing culvert bottom has been severely eroded by years of water flow which could
possibly compromise the stability of the structure. The invert of the culvert has been
scoured due to high velocity stream flows, erosive material in the streambed, and age.
Approximately 75% of the total length of the invert has been scoured away and ground
water seeps have been filling these areas. If the bottom of this structure is reconstructed
the structure and highway would remain stable. Because this culvert is located under
the highway and roughly 130 feet down into Brown’s Guich, the construction of an
access ramp down the hillside is required in order to complete the culvert rehabilitation.

' A focused Initial Study (IS) is intended to be used in instances where a project would normally
qualify for a categorical exemption, but is precluded from being categorically exempt due to the
“exceptions to exemptions” (14 CFR 15300.2). In g case such as this, the IS is focused on the
issue which precludes the project from exemption, while still considering possible impacts
associated with other resources.
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Figure 1- Project Location Map
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2 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT

2.1 No Project Alternative

The No Project Alternative would leave the culvert severely eroded. If scouring and
erosion continues, the stability of the structure and the supported highway may be at
risk.

2.2 Alternative 1

The Preferred Alternative would rebuild the existing culvert bottom. The project would
involve several steps:

1.

5.

6.
7.

The construction of a permanent graded access road will be necessary to repair the
culvert. The access road would follow the existing drainage system path where the
roadway fill slope meets the natural slope, north of the culvert and west of SR 39
(See Figure 2).

Reconstruct the bottom of the 2.7 m (9 feet) diameter horseshoe shaped culvert,
which is approximately 180 m (600 feet) long. The reconstruction of the new bottom
would occur over the existing structure See Figure 3).

Prior to reconstructing the culvert bottom, the eroded gullies below the existing
channel invert would need to be filled with rock in order to allow for subsurface
drainage (See Figure 3).

Modification of the culvert entrance due to the change in the bottom invert is required
(See Figure 3).

Restoration of an eroded fill slope that abuts the highway within the project area
would also be incorporated in this project.

Clearing and grubbing of vegetation would be required as well as grading.
Surrounding disposal sites would be used to obtain necessary fill for the project.

The above mentioned permanent access road will not be paved. It would be hydro-
seeded with native grasses and shrubs for the purpose of erosion control.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 6



Figure 2 — View from the edge of the roadside looking down towards the culvert
invert. Proposed location of the access path.

Figure 3 — View of the culvert entrance and invert.
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2.3 Alternatives Considered and Rejected

Alternative 2

Alternative 2 includes the same steps as Alternative 1, however, instead of grading an
access road, the access road surface would be paved. This alternative would not use
standard-paving machines due to the steep incline. Non-standard paving methods
would lead to greater difficulty and higher costs. This, along with greater environmental
impacts associated with paving the access road, make this Alternative less desirable.

Alternative 3

Alternative 3 is similar to Alternative 1, but it does not provide for restoring the adjacent
eroded slope. Without the restoration of the adjacent slope, the cost of the project would
be reduced by $10,000. This alternative however, would not address concerns related
to erosion control within the project limits. Erosion would continue under this alternative,
and possibly further compromise the stability of the slope. The additional benefit for the
minimal cost of erosion control attributed by the restoration of the adjacent slope make
this Alternative less cost effective.

Alternative 4

Alternative 4 is similar to Alternative 1, but instead of putting concrete in the deep
crevice areas, large boulders (1ft in diameter) would be placed in them with a layer of
permeable material such as gravel placed over them. The invert (culvert bottom) would
be reconstructed on top of these two layers. Materials Engineering and Testing Services
(METS) of the Division of Engineering Services, Caltrans expressed concerns that this
alternative would not provide enough structural integrity. This alternative was rejected
as it would not address the purpose and need of the project.

2.4 List of Permits/Approvals Required

The following approvals or permits are required under the proposed project description:

e Approval from the United States Forest Service is required for this project because
the project site is located in the Angeles National Forest. The United States Forest
Service is the acting federal lead agency for this proposed project.

e A 404 Permit is required from the Army Corps of Engineers under the Clean Water
Act for any dredge or fill activities that take place in jurisdictional Waters of the U.S.

e A 401 Permit is required from the Regional Water Quality Control Board as stated
under the Clean Water Act.

e Coordination with the California Department of Fish and Game in regards to a 1601
Streambed Alteration agreement.

e Coordination with the U.S. Department of Fish and Wildlife in regards to possible
mitigation requirements to avoid species impacts.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culve; Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 8



3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

3.1 Physical Environment

The proposed culvert rehabilitation project site is on State Route 39 at KP 36.14 (PM
22.46), at Brown’s Guich, in the San Gabriel River Ranger District of the Angeles
National Forest. The project site is north of the Morris Reservoir and southwest of the
San Gabriel Reservoir. The project area is located at an elevation of 1,619 ft above
Mean Sea Level (MSL).

Brown'’s Guich is a small, moderately steep sided, bowl-like canyon or gulch which flows
into the main San Gabriel Canyon from the west just below the San Gabriel Dam. It is
approximately 130ft deep relative to the highway.

3.2 Biological Resources

Vegetation

The project area is rural and composed mostly of native vegetation. It is for the most
part, dry, rocky, and shrubby. Inside Brown's Guich at the mouth of the culvert there
exists an intermittent stream.

The ecological community on the above mentioned west facing Brown’s Gulch canyon
side, where the proposed permanent access road is to be constructed, has recently
burned. It now consists of an emerging Ceanothus Chaparral Habitat, intermixed with
Coastal Scrub plants, annual grasses, riparian and other types of vegetation.
Immediately adjacent to the natural slope drainage is a south facing canyon wall (Figure
2). Both areas of the project site include the following species of vegetation:

Coastal Scrub Species Present:

California Sage Brush (Artemesia Californica)
Golden Yarrow (Eriophyllum conferiflorum)
Laurel Sumac (Malosma laurina)*

Bush Monkey Flower (Mimulus aurantiacus)

Chaparral Species:

California Lilac (Ceanothus thyrsiflorus)**

Deer Brush (Ceanothus intergerimus)**

Birch-leaf Mountain Mahogany (Cercocarpus betuloides)*
California Ash (Fraxinus dipetata)

Saw-toothed Goldenbush (Hazardia squarrosa)*

Toyon (Heteromeles arbutifolia)

Chia (Salvia columbariae)**

Coastal Scrub/Chaparral Species:

California Buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum)*
Deerweed (Lotus scoparius)

Hollyleaf Cherry (Prunus ilicifolia)*

Our Lord’'s Candle ( Yucca whipplei)*

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 9



Grassland Species (Annual Grasses)
Wild Oats (Avena fatua)
Brome Grass (Bromus diandrus)

Riparian:
Mugwort (Artemesia douglasiana)

*These species are characteristic of Ceanothus Chaparral Communities
**Other Ceanothus and Salvia species are characteristic of Ceanothus Chaparral
Communities

The disposal/borrow sites for needed fill material can be classified as mostly disturbed
Chaparral communities, which lacks much vegetation since Caltrans drives heavy
equipment to bring and take fill material to and from project sites. There is a mature
coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) at the borrow site located at PM 21.04.

Intermittent Stream

The intermittant stream that flows south at the base of Brown’s Guich is dry most of the
year. The streambed is surrounded by riparian vegetation on both sides. This
intermittent stream stems from four other intermittent streams which originate more than
a mile northwest of the project site between Pine Mountain and Polecat Guich. The
stream then flows thru Brown’s Gulch, continuing south through the culvert under the
highway and into the main San Gabriel Canyon just below the San Gabriel Dam. The
natural drainage that flows from the edge of the highway down to the culvert mouth also
adds to this system.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 10



4 ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION

Basic guidance for determining the significance of project impacts is given by Title 14 of the
California Code of Regulations Section 15064, and the checkiist below. These resources
assist in identifying the need for mitigation requirement development in order to reduce
possible project effects to a level of less than significant. It is with this evaluation that the
decision to prepare an Initial Study was made.

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

Aesthetics ]
Biological Resources

Hazards & Hazardous
Materials

Public Services

]
C]
Mineral Resources ]
O]
O]

O OX Q4

Utilities / Service Systems

Agriculture Resources [0  Air Quality

Cultural Resources [0  Geology /Soils
Hydrology / Water [] Land Use/Planning
Quality

Noise (] Population / Housing
Recreation (]  Transportation/Traffic

Mandatory Findings of Significance

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 11



4.1 AESTHETICS

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a
state scenic highway?

¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial light or
glare, which would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

4.1.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.1 — Aesthetics

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Ll

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

[
[

Less Than
Significant
Impact

[

No
Impact

This project proposes to install a permanent access ramp from the road elevation down
a steep incline into Brown's Gulch terminating at the mouth of the existing culvert that
requires maintenance. Most of the construction involved would not be visible from SR-
39. The access ramp would be located on the west-side of SR-39 would be hydro-
seeded with native vegetation once the rehabilitation of the culvert is completed.
Therefore, there would be no visual impacts associated with the ramp construction. The
addition of the access ramp would have a less than significant impact on the visual
quality of the site because only a small portion of the access ramp would be visible from
the roadside. The proposed project is not expected to create any new light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

4.1.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

Hydro seeding of the completed access ramp has been proposed to maintain the

integrity of visual aesthetics in the area.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000
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4.2 AGRICULTURE RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to Potentially Less Than LessThan Mo
- Significant Significant with  Significant Impact
agricultural resources are Impact Mitigation Impact

significant environmental effects, Incorporation
lead agencies may refer to the

California Agricultural Land

Evaluation and Site Assessment

Model (1997) prepared by the

California Dept. of Conservation

as an optional model to use in

assessing impacts on agriculture

and farmland.

Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),

as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the [ [ [ X
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of

the California Resources Agency, to non-

agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural ] ] ] X
use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c) Involve other changes in the existing ] ] ] X
environment which, due to their location or

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to

non-agricultural use?

4.2.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.2 — Agricultural Resources

The project site is located within the U.S. Angeles National Forest. The land is zoned for
open space; therefore, no impacts to agricultural land will occur.

4.2.2 Measures to Minimize Harm
None required.
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4.3 AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district
may be relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the project:

Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard (including releasing emissions, which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?

¢) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

4.3.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.3 — Air Quality

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[
O

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporation

[l
[

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

The proposed project is described as an HA — 42 (Protective Betterment) project and
would not increase traffic or highway capacity. Therefore, there would be no long-term
effects on air quality as a result of this project. No significant adverse air quality impacts
would result from construction activities or operational activities associated with this

project.

4.3.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

The following standard measures would be followed in order to ensure that the potential
for any impacts to air quality would be reduced during construction:
e All clearing, grubbing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities would cease

during periods of high winds to prevent excessive amounts of fugitive dust.
e All trucks that haul excavated or grade materials on or off site would comply with the

State Vehicle Code Section 23114.

¢ Active portions off -site and unpaved on-site or off-site (disposal sites) roads shall be
periodically watered with environmentally safe dust suppressant to prevent excessive

amounts of dust.

¢ On-site (including disposal site) vehicle speed shall not exceed 15 miles per hour.
e The contractor shall cease grading and excavation activities when wind speeds

exceed 25 miles per hour and during Stage 1ll Smog Alerts.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000
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Construction equipment engines shall be maintained in good condition and in proper
tune as per manufacturers’ specifications to maximize efficiency and minimize
emissions.

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 ) 15



4.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than No
Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporation

Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either

directly or through habitat modifications, on any

species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or D D & D
special status species in local or regional plans,

policies, or regulations, or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and

Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any ] ] X ]
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural

community identified in local or regional plans,

policies, regulations or by the California

Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and

Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally ] ] = Il
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of

the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited

to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through

direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption,

or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of ] ] ] X
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife

species or with established native resident or

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of

native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances [l Il O X
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted ] OJ O =
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community

Conservation Plan, or other approved local,

regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

4.4.1 Discussion of Environmental Evaluation Question 4.4 — Biological Resources

a.) Listed and sensitive plant and animal species may have the potential to occur in the
same general area as the project according to the State (CDFG) and Federal
(USDAFS and USFWS) species list databases, and habitat model maps. However,
there are no documented occurrences of any listed or sensitive plant or animal
species within the project area itself. Biological surveys were conducted in 2001 and
2002. After evalualion and analysis, the field dala and bioclogical studies concluded

"LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 16



that all listed and sensitive plant and animal species, as well as their respective
habitats were deemed absent from the project area.

Plants

STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)

Robinson’s pepper-grass (Lepidium virginicum var robinsonii)
San Gabriel Mountains dudleya (Dudleya densiflora)
many-stemmed dudleya (Dudleya multicaulis)

thread-leaved broadiaea (Brodiaea filifolia)

Plummer's mariposa lily (Calochortus plummerae)

FEDERAL — USDAFS Plant Habitat Models & USFWS Listed Species

¢ Braunton’'s milk vetch (Astragalus brauntonir)
¢ Nevin's barberry (Berberis nevinii)
e Thread-leaved brodiaea (Brodiaea filifolia)

Studies concluded that listed or sensitive plant species do not occur within the
project area. No suitable habitat for these species was found within the project
area. Indirect impacts to these species possibly occurring in adjacent areas are
not anticipated. There is the possibility of transporting weeds and/or non-native
plant seeds to the project area from the borrow sites. Measures to Minimize
Harm would be implemented to reduce this risk. At borrow site #2 there exists a
mature oak tree. Any kind of grade change can seriously damage an oak tree.
Implementing suggested Measures to Minimize Harm should avoid impacts to
this mature oak tree. The expected disturbances (noise and dust) to adjacent
areas would be temporary and measures to minimize harm would be
implemented. Therefore, the proposed action is not expected to impact any state
or federally listed, or U.S. Forest Service sensitive plant species.

Birds
STATE — CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)
e None
FEDERAL — USDAFS Bird Habitat Models & USFWS Listed Species

least Bell's vireo (Virea bellii pusillus)

California gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica)
southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus)
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)

Loss of nesting sites, nesting habitat, and/or loss of nesting birds or eggs directly
caused by vegetation clearing and construction activities, are possible project
impacts. Noise associated with construction could result in an indirect impact by
interrupling the communication process as well as the nesting and fledging
success rates of nearby nesting and fledging birds. Studies concluded that listed

LA 39 Brown’s Gulch Culvert Rehabilitation EA: 4G7000 17



or sensitive bird species do not occur within the project area. These species
respective habitats were also deemed absent from the project area.

Mammals

STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)
¢ Nelson’s bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni)

FEDERAL - USDAFS Mammal Habitat Models & USFWS Listed Species
e None

Studies concluded that listed or sensitive mammal species in the area of the
project site. No suitable habitat for these species was found within the project
area. All potential disturbances (noise and dust) due to construction activities will
be temporary and will be greatly reduced by the Measures to Minimize Harm.
Therefore, no impact to any state or federally listed, or U.S. Forest Service
sensitive mammal species would result from the proposed project.

Amphibians
STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)

e Coast range newt (Taricha torosa torosa)
¢ Mountain yellow-legged frog (Rana muscosa)

FEDERAL - USDAFS Amphibian Habitat Models & USFWS Listed Species

e arroyo southwestern toad ( Bufo microscaphus californicus)
o California red legged frog (Rana aurora draytoni)

There are no document occurrences of any listed or sensitive amphibian species
within the proposed project area. Studies concluded that listed and sensitive
amphibian species, as well as their respective habitats, were deemed absent
from the project area. Thus direct effects to the above referenced sensitive
amphibian species is not anticipated. Indirect effects with regards to construction
would not be anticipated either due to the lack of presence of these species.
Implementing the planned Measures to Minimize Harm will minimize any noise,
dust and impacts to water quality that might occur during construction.

Reptiles
STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)

e southwestern pond turtle (Clemmy’s marmorata pallida)
e San Diego coast horned lizard (Phryosoma coronatum blainvillef)
» two-striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondi)
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Biological surveys were conducted in 2001 and 2002. They concluded that no
listed or sensitive reptile species occur within the project area. Appropriate
habitat for sensitive reptile species previously noted was also deemed absent.
The measures to minimize harm will ensure that the proposed action does not
adversely impact water quality, which in turn could affect reptiles. Noise and dust
generated from construction activities will be temporary and is not expected to
have impacts since no listed or sensitive reptile species occur within the project
area.

Fish
STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)

e Arroyo chub (Gila orcutti)
¢ Santa Ana speckled dace (Thinichthys osculus)
e Santa Ana sucker (Catostomus santaanae)

FEDERAL — USDAFS Fish Habitat Models & USFWS Listed Species

e Arroyo chub (Gila orcutti)
¢ Santa Ana Speckled Dace (Rhinichthys osculus)

Biological surveys were conducted in 2001 and 2002. Studies concluded that no
listed or sensitive fish species occur within the project area. Appropriate habitats
were not present either. Impacts associated with noise, dust and possible
impacts to water quality are not expected once Measures to Minimize Harm are
implemented. Thus implementation of the proposed action will not result in the
modification and/or loss of habitats potentially utilized by listed or sensitive fish
species.

Habitats

STATE - CDFG California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB)

e Southern California Arroyo chub/Santa Ana sucker stream
¢ Riversidian alluvial fan sage scrub
e Southern coast live oak riparian

The project area is comprised of an emerging Ceanothus Chaparral Habitat, intermixed
with Coastal Scrub plants, annual grasses, riparian and other types of vegetation. This
project is anticipated to impact less than 0.409 acres of Ceanothus Chaparral Habitat,
and less than 0.31397 acres of Coastal Scrub Habitat, in the San Gabriel Mountains.

None of the above sensitive habitats are present within the project area. Therefore, no
impacts to the above state listed or sensitive habitats would be a result of the proposed
project.

b.) The proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on riparian or other
sensitive habitat. The vegetation that would be removed as a result of this project
would be mitigated for by implementing Measures to Minimize Harm. The
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implementation of the outiined mitigation measures will result in the effects on the
local habitat being less than significant.

c.) A wetland delineation was conducted at the project site on October 22, 2002. Two
soil pits were dug near the culvert mouth (Site #s 1 and 2 — See Appendix H). Site
#1 did not exhibit hydric soils, wetland hydrology, or hydrophytic vegetation. It was
thus concluded that Site #1 is not a State or Federal Wetlands. Site #2 did not exhibit
hydric soils or hydrophytic vegetation. Wetland hydrology appeared to be present,
and thus Site #2 may qualify to be a State Wetlands. The acreage of wetland loss or
impact has been identified as being 0.1 acres. These impacts to wetlands are
considered temporary since mitigation measures will restore and enhance the project
site to at least its pre-construction habitat value.

d.) The proposed project area does not offer much value as a wildlife corridor because
the culvert is approximately 600 ft. long and completely dark between the mouth and
its end. The culvert bottom is badly eroded and has a 30 ft. drop off at the end. The
project is not anticipated to pose a permanent impact to the movement of native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species since construction will only be temporary
(4 months) and the culvert will only be rehabilitated, not blocked, altered, or
removed.

e.) The project is located within the Angeles National Forest. Coordination with the
Forest Service has been conducted to ensure the proposed project would not conflict
with any policies or regulations pertaining to biological regulations.

f.) The proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan.

4.4.2 Measures to Minimize Harm

Vegetation and Wildlife

¢ The vegetation that would be removed in order to create the access path will be
hydro-seeded with native grasses and shrubs for the purpose of erosion control and
vegetation replacement after construction. The following will be included in the
hydro-seed mix:

I_ de